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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on 1/9/2009 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1.98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; 
each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all 
other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 
Drawings 

New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in this 
application because the drawings of figures 20-29 and 31-34 are not legible. Applicant 
is advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, 
as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. The requirement for corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/8/2008 has been entered. 
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Priority 

Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(e) 
or under 35 U.S. C. 120, 121 , or 365(c) is acknowledged. Applicant has not complied 
with one or more conditions for receiving the benefit of an earlier filing date under 35 
U.S.C. 120 as follows: 

The later-filed application must be an application for a patent for an invention 
which is also disclosed in the prior application (the parent or original nonprovisional 
application or provisional application). The disclosure of the invention in the parent 
application and in the later-filed application must be sufficient to comply with the 
requirements of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12. See Transco Products, Inc. v. 
Performance Contracting, Inc., 38 F.3d 551, 32 USPQ2d 1077 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

The disclosure of the prior-filed applications, Application No. 08/336, 247, 
08,160,194,08/906,469 and 08/160,281 fail to provide adequate support or enablement 
in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for one or more claims of 
this application. While the prior art applications teach different embodiments for 
accessing and textually displaying an electronic book, none of them disclose or provide 
teaching regarding the claimed invention of providing the electronic book in audio form 
utilizing text to speech conversion/synthesis means, which is the inventive step in the 
application. 

Thus the applicant can not benefit priority from these applications and therefore 
the earlier effective date for the claimed invention is the actual filing date of the present 
application which is June 25, 1999. 
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The claimed invention incorporates text to speech synthesizers which have been 
well known and commercially available prior to the time of applicant's invention into the 
electronic book for audio presentation and will be addressed in view of prior arts in the 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 8-13, 22-26, 29-34, 43-50 and 59-62 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Quentin et al. (5,208,745) in view of Sears et 
al. (6,115,482). 

As to claims 1 and 43, Quentin teaches a method of providing text to audio 
conversion of electronic text information displayed on a multimedia display (Fig.1), 
comprising the steps of: 

Selecting a text information material for viewing from a knowledge base 
comprising database of textual information where the information database is remote 
from the multimedia unit (Fig.9; Col.4, lines 55-60; Col.23, lines 50-65); 

Displaying a page of the selected information on the display where the page 
includes text (Fig. 8); 

Receiving command from the user for speech production of the text (Fig. 2); 
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And providing the at least a portion of the text in audio form (Figs.1, 2, 5-10; 
Col.2, lines 25-45; Col.4, lines 8-15;). 

It is noted that Quentin doesn't explicitly teach where the electronic text materials 
are books and the audio presentation in detail. Sears, however teaches a method for 
providing text to speech conversion of a text material that is displayed on a display 
device wherein the text material comprises electronic books, magazines, newspaper 
etc, comprising the steps of receiving selection of the text and synthesizing the speech 
(Fig.1; abstract; Col.3, lines 20-50; Col.4, lines 12-33; Col.4, line 66-Col.5, line 5; Col.6, 
lines 13-20). Utilizing the Quentin electronic text reading method in electronic book 
application would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention for the purpose of audibly presenting books for book readers in addition to the 
text form. 

As to claims 2-3 and 45-46, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the style of 
the audio corresponding to text (Col.6, lines 13-20; Col. 9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, lines 16- 
30) and Quentin teaches where the user interrupts the audio presentation of the text by 
the multimedia through commands (Col. 13, lines 50-55) therefore, pausing and 
resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 

As to claims 4 and 44, Sears teaches where definitions/translations are verbally 
provided for words selected by the user (Col. 10, lines 5-15). 

As to claims 5 and 49, Sears teaches adjusting the rate of the audio output 
corresponding to the text and the user command (Col. 9, lines 55-65). 
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As to claim 8, Quentin teaches a method of providing text to audio conversion of 
electronic text information displayed on a multimedia display (Fig.1), comprising the 
steps of: 

Selecting a text information material for viewing from a knowledge base 
comprising database of textual information that is remote from the multimedia unit 
(Fig.9); 

Receiving information related to audio function of the multimedia (Col. 5, lines 8- 
22; Col.7, line 30-Col.8, Iines37); 

Displaying a page of the selected information on the display where the page 
includes text (Fig. 8); 

Receiving command from the user for speech production of the text (Fig. 2); 

And providing the at least a portion of the text in audio form (Figs.1, 2, 5-10; 
Col. 2, lines 25-45). It is noted that Quentin doesn't explicitly teach where the electronic 
text materials are books and the audio presentation in detail. Sears, however teaches a 
method for providing text to speech conversion of a text material that is displayed on a 
display device wherein the text material comprises electronic books, magazines, 
newspaper etc, comprising the steps of receiving selection of the text and synthesizing 
the speech (Fig.1; abstract; Col.3, lines 20-50; Col.4, lines 12-33; Col.4, line 66-Col.5, 
line 5; Col. 6, lines 13-20). The motivation for combining the two arts is same as 
provided for claim 1 . 
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As to claims 9-10, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the style of the audio 
corresponding to text (Col.6, lines 13-20; Col.9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, lines 16-30) and 
pausing and resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 

As to claim 1 1 , Quentin teaches a method of providing text to audio conversion of 
electronic text information displayed on a multimedia display (Fig.1), comprising the 
steps of: 

Selecting a text information material for viewing from a knowledge base 
comprising database of textual information that is remote from the multimedia unit 
(Fig.9); 

Receiving information related to audio function of the multimedia (Col. 5, lines 8- 
22; Col.7, line 30-Col.8, Iines37); 

Displaying a page of the selected information on the display where the page 
includes text (Fig. 8); 

Receiving command from the user for speech production of the text (Fig. 2); 

And providing the at least a portion of the text in audio form (Figs.1, 2, 5-10; 
Col. 2, lines 25-45). It is noted that Quentin doesn't explicitly teach where the electronic 
text materials are books and the audio presentation in detail. Sears, however teaches a 
method for providing text to speech conversion of a text material that is displayed on a 
display device wherein the text material comprises electronic books, magazines, 
newspaper etc and wherein the displaying comprises plurality of pages (Fig.1 ; abstract; 
Col.3, lines 20-50; Col.4, lines 12-33; Col.4, line 66-Col.5, line 5; Col.6, lines 13-20). 
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As to claims 12-13, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the style of the 
audio corresponding to text (Col.6, lines 13-20; Col.9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, lines 16-30) 
and pausing and resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 

With regards to Claims 22-26 and 29-34, the corresponding apparatus for 
performing the claimed method of providing text into audio form is analogous and 
therefore rejected by Quentin in view of sears. 

As to claims 47-48, Quentin teaches where the displayed text includes digital 
video image and where the system speaks aloud text corresponding to the 
displayed video images and displayed text when 

the user requests a more detailed explanation (Fig. 8; Col. 21, lines 28-32). the claimed 
well known image formats will be inherent in Quentin system. 

As to claim 50, Quentin teaches providing verbally providing command prompts 
(Col. 16, line 60-Col.17, line 2). 

As to claims 59-62, the presentation of the audio in Quentin and Sears is in real 

Time where the text is synthesized using audio files. 

Claims 6 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Quentin et al. (5,208,745) in view of Sears et al. (6,115,482) and further in 
view of Huffman et al. (5,663,748). 

With regard to claims 6 and 27, Quentin teaches where the text to speech 
synthesizer enunciate unlimited pronunciation and vocabulary (Col. 19, lines 55-60) 
however doesn't explicitly teach selecting the voice. 
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Huffman teaches a system for providing an electronic book in audio form by 
synthesizing speech from the text comprising a customized voice dictionary (Figs. 1-6; 
Col. 7, lines 35-45) wherein the voice dictionary comprises voice font for presenting the 
electronic book is selected (Fig. 10; Col. 7, lines 45-54). It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the teachings for 
the purpose of providing the audio output in a voice of the user choice. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 51-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Huffman et al. (5,663,748). 

As to claim 51 , Huffman teaches a screen for use in electronically displaying a 
page of an electronic book on a display and permitting a user to request a text to audio 
function, comprising: 

A section for selecting an electronic book from a remote library; 

A section for displaying a page of the book; 

A section for allowing the user to request conversion of the text into 

speech (Figs. 5-24). 

As to claims 52-55, Huffman teaches providing the user with screen interface to 
control the multiple function of the electronic book reader (Fig. 25) 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Fernandez (4,855,725) "microprocessor based simulated book" 
"A system includes a personal computer (10) and a simulated book (30). A mass 
storage device, such as a compact disk (CD) read only memory (ROM) (22), is 
connected to the personal computer, and the computer and the simulated book are 
connected by an infrared (IR) data communications link including IR transceivers (26, 
48). The simulated book includes a display screen (34) and a microprocessor (43) with 
memory (44, 46). The microprocessor is programmed for storing data received and 
decoded by its IR transceiver (48) in memory (46) and responsive to user input for 
displaying a page of data on the display screen . In addition, the microprocessor is 
programmed to cause its IR transceiver (48 I ) to transmit to the IR transceiver (26) 
connected to the personal computer (10) a data request command, and the personal 
computer is in turn programmed to transmit data from the CD ROM (22) to the 
simulated book (30). Data can be loaded in the simulated book and accessed at a later 
time when out of the proximity of the personal computer" (abstract) 

Haynes (4,302,193) "reading tutor" 

"An audio-visual educational aid which coordinates reading of textual material 
with an audio presentation of the material. An audio reproduction of the material is 
made on a recording medium together with audio player control signals." 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7615. The examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daniel D Abebe/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
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